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you look at the big picture. So maybe an
appropriate question would be: We need to see --
and maybe it is a build-out factor -- what is the
build-out factor for any projects that are in the
pipeline or on line already that have already gotten
approvals that are directly impacting the Iao
Aquifer?

Instead of just looking at Kihei, instead of
just looking at Maui, we have got to look at the
whole picture of where does the Iao Aquifer service
and then take into account what we already have
approved, what's already there existing, and then
look at those numbers. And then look back at the
standards that the Water Department has and what
kind of restrictions they have and where is the
limit to where they lose the oversight of the water
and it then goes to the State.

And we need to understand those kinds of --
to me, that's information that will be real
pertinent. And I don't know if they have that
information now, which would be just an expansion of
what Ms. Cua did earlier just for what's on Kihei
Road. For the traffic -- or, excuse me, for the
water, it seems like we're talking about Iao Aquifer

so we would have to talk about what the Tao Aquifer

RALPH ROSENBERG COURT REPORTERS, INC.
(808) 524-2090



10

11

12

13

14

15

16

17

18

19

20

21

22

23

24

25

72

serves.

CHAIR ARAKAWA: Okay. That's what I was asking Dave, but,

Dave, can you answer Dain's question and clarify
what you think that total capacity is? We could do

a more in-depth study.

COUNCILMEMBER KANE: And before Mr. Craddick answers, I'm

just saying I don't think he can answer because
unless he can tell us that he is in sync with what
Ms. Cua just presented for those several projects
going -- you know, those yellow lines over there, I
think Ms. Cua would have to provide the analyses of
all the projects within the whole area that's
serviced by the Iao Aquifer, and that's a
coordinated effort between you two. Unless, Mr.
Craddick, you can say you know already the numbers

of stuff coming on line or already approved.

MR. CRADDICK: I cannot say I know in the detail of the

list that she has gone down here for the
Wailuku-Kahului area. But just, you know, knowing
the ones that I do know, the Maui Lani and Wailuku
Project District 3, those ones we will be able to
handle, so -- And we have told anybody who is coming
in for more than 120,000 gallons a day that they
will have to either participate with us or supply

their own water for their development.
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COUNCILMEMBER KANE: Well, my question, though, is: It
seems like your answer is segmented and not looking
at the comprehensive, overall impact to the whole
aquifer as far as what projects are on line. So you
talk about two or three projects, but just like when
we look at Kihei, I mean, the whole hype is around
Wailea 670 and the subject applicant before us, but
then Ms. Cua came forward and provided us with an
additional, you know, almost 1500 units. So what
about the Kahului-Wailuku area? I mean, how many
more units are we talking about?

MR. CRADDICK: I don't know as I can answer that.

COUNCILMEMBER KANE: Yeah. That's my -- I know you can't
answer that and it would be (inaudible).

CHAIR ARAKAWA: We'll ask =-- we'll ask -- Dain, we'll --

COUNCILMEMBER KANE: That's not even including the
applicant.

CHAIR ARAKAWA: We'll try and get that information for
you. That's part of how we're trying to develop out
the request.

And, you know, just general -- general
information for the public, what I'm trying to do as
Chair of this Committee, my job is to take these
applications and these requests and put them before

the Committee. And whatever information the
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Committee requires or would like to get, I have
asked -- Before I schedule the meetings, I ask all
the Committee members if they have any specific
items that they want to see addressed, then we have
the Committee meetings, you know, and after the
Committee meeting we ask whether or not there's any
more information that's needed. And slowly we're
going to try and put together the entire package so
when we're making a decision, we know exactly what
we're working with to a reasonable certainty for the
information we can have available.

S0 ~-

COUNCILMEMBER KANE: Then, Mr. Chairman, let me ask you

this, then: From a lot of the testimony today --
and there's a lot of -- a lot of the testimony is in
opposition, but the information that was stated to
us for us to consider in our deliberations seemed to
be pointing to an incomplete application. An
application that's before us that hasn't -- hasn't
satisfied all the various aspects of what is needed
for us to make a decision. And so I don't know if a
question is at this time appropriate for us to ask,
are all those things -- is it a completé
application? Because I think in the testimony

earlier certain things were pointed out that we
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don't even have things in front of us.

ARAKAWA: All right.

COUNCILMEMBER KANE: And if so, then perhaps it's

CHAIR

premature to be at this stage and it should be
kicked back to the Planning Department. Not file it
or kill it, I don't think that's the intent unless
there's -- I'm sure there's people who want to do
that, but I think the right thing may be to consider
sending it back, getting all the Ts crossed, the

I -- the dots -- the Is dotted and then come back
for us for -- with all the pertinent information or
the relevant information for us to make the
decision.

ARAKAWA: And what I'm getting into right now, there
are 21 conditions that were sent up to us. And what
I'm going to be -- or 22, excuse me. What I'm going
to be doing is I'm going to be asking the Planning
Department, you know, to review all of these
particular ones. And we have had some questions
that were sent to us from Councilmember Nishiki's
office, and we want to address those specifically
and make sure that all of these have been addressed.
So we'll be going -- we will be asking those
questions.

I am going to adjourn this meeting at about a
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guarter of 6:00, but what I wanted to do before then
was to make sure that all the questions that are
going to be asked or need to be asked can be asked.
Okay? And as Chairman what my job is is to make
sure that all of you are aware of what is involved
in the decision making to make sure that everybody
is clear. So when we do make decisions on this, all
the information is there.

Wayne.

COUNCILMEMBER NISHIKI: Yeah. If I may, you know, I

really totally agree with Vice Chair Kane that it --
on the surface, anyway, it really seems like the
application is not totally complete. And then in
lieu of what --

And I thank the Planning Department and you,
Ann, for giving us this information because I think
it brings, as Dain said, for us to look outside the
box how much more, Mr. Chairman, we have to look at
in regards to the kinds of development that have
already received the SMAs.

And if you wish, I will wait, but I think

that --

CHAIR ARAKAWA: Wait just a few minutes more.

COUNCILMEMBER NISHIKI: I'm going to agree with Mr. Kane

to send it back.
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CHAIR ARAKAWA: Wayne, what I want to do -- I don't want

to just broad base say it's not being done. I want
to give the Planning Department time to be able to
explain what they feel they have done and have not
done. Then the Council can then ask them for
further information or further clarification. I
think we need to at least do that courtesy.

So, Ann --

COUNCILMEMBER NISHIKI: Thank you.

CHAIR ARAKAWA: -- looking at the conditions, can you go

through them and tell us if all of these conditions
have been met by the applicant? What are the shady
areas? What are the gray areas? Are there any
shady or gray areas?

And then, Council members, you may ask
questions of the Planning Department.

Go ahead.

CUA: Yeah. We would like to try and address as much

as -- of this as we can today, rather than have you
leave here thinking that this application is not
complete. This application in our opinion wouldn't
have been scheduled with the Planning Commission and
subsequently transmitted to this body without us
deeming that it was complete.

And I might need some help as I go along

RALPH ROSENBERG COURT REPORTERS, INC.
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because I am -- I am of the understanding of some of
the issues that have come up, but I'll try and
answer what I can and maybe you can ask additional

questions if I have left something out.

CHAIR ARAKAWA: And if you need the applicant to answer

the questions, just let us know and we'll have them

do that.

CUA: Right. Okay.

One of the issues that was brought up was on
this issue of a project master plan being
required -- being required. And I refer you to
Section 19.510.080. And 19.510 sets forth the
application and procedure requirements. And in that

particular section --

CHAIR ARAKAWA: Okay, Ann, excuse me, on the handout that

was given by -- this handout, I think what Ann is
referring to is the 19.510 C, that bottom line over

here about project master plan. Okay.

CUA: Okay. Yeah. And, actually, maybe -- maybe we

should start with that, because -- I'll start there,
then I'll go to the section I was referring to.

So 19.510.040 says, "The applicant shall
submit a project master plan and development plan as
provided in this title." "In this title" meaning

Title 19.

RALPH ROSENBERG COURT REPORTERS, INC.
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Okay. Now, I refer you to within Title 19,
19.510.080 which specifically talks about a project
master plan. 19.510.080 B under Processing
Requirements says, "Any district or use which
requires a project master plan pursuant to the
provisions of this Title shall comply with the
following procedure..." And then it goes and it
lists the procedures which would apply if a project
or -- if a project is required to submit this
project master plan.

Well, this project master plan concept came
about when the Planning Department was developing
the Park District Ordinance, which is Chapter
19.615. And in two sections of the Park District
Ordinance -- and these sections deal specifically
with the PK-3 Regional Park District as well as the
PK-4 Golf Course Park District. 1In those individual
sections, which is 19.615.040, that's the PK-3
Regional Park District and then 19.615.050, the PK-4
Golf Course Park District, in those particular
districts a project master plan and development plan
is required.

Well, the only -- the only section that
applies to this application here would be the PK-4

Golf District because they don't have any PK-3 park
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lands. Their PK-4 Park District, which they are
asking that it be zoned, is the existing golf
course. They are not asking for any PK-4 zoned
lands that is not already existing. So the Planning
Department did not require this project master plan
for this particular project.

Do you want to add to that, Clayton?

MR. YOSHIDA: I would only add that in the preceding step

when the applicant went for their Land Use bonds or
reclassification with the State Land Use Commission,
they had to present some very detailed studies
because, as you all know, the State Land Use
Commission proceeding is automatically a contested
case proceeding. Even if there's no intervenor, you
still have the parties, which are the applicant, the
County, and the Office of Planning, and they have to
provide information on infrastructure and on
archaeology and on botanical studies and the like in
their application to see that they meet the various
criteria for urbanization before the State Land
Commission will urbanize the lands. So they have
gone through a very rigorous process with the State

Land Use Commission.

CHAIR ARAKAWA: Okay. Jo Anne.

COUNCILMEMBER JOHNSON: I was Jjust reading in the section

RALPH ROSENBERG COURT REPORTERS, INC.
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and that's the 19.510.080 that you refer to, Project
Master Plan, and when you read on further, it just
says -- it seems very clear to me it says, "No
development plan as set forth in this Title shall be
approved nor any subdivision, building or occupancy
permit or any other construction or development
permit or approval be issued by any Department of
the County unless the approval or issuance shall be
in compliance with the provisions of this chapter
and substantially in accordance with the approved
project master plan." It keeps referring to a
project master plan and it doesn't say it just
refers to park, so I -- I just -- you know, I mean,
it goes to parking, it goes to boundaries, it goes
to scale graphic representations. I mean,
everything. And I just -- I don't understand what

you're saying.

CHAIR ARAKAWA: Jo Anne.
CUA: Again -- Again, if --

CHAIR ARAKAWA: Wait, Ann.

Brian, could you look at that? There are two
different interpretations being put forth. Could
you look at that and explain as our legal

interpreter how that should read?

MR. MOTO: Mr. Chairman, Ann Cua in -- with regard to that

RALPH ROSENBERG COURT REPORTERS, INC.
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portion of her presentation that dealt with the
interpretation of the project master plan provisions
of the -- of Title 19 was pretty accurate and clear.

Essentially what happened was this is the
outgrowth of a -- legislation that was adopted in
1991. And for some reason -- I was not particularly
involved in this matter at the time -- the project
master plan provisions were triggered only when you
were dealing with PK-3 or PK-4 zoning districts.

It is true that the current application, the
subject application does provide for rezoning to
PK-4 District. However, as Ann Cua pointed out,
when you read the law, it really is addressing new
developments, things that don't already exist. 1In
this particular case, the golf course that is -- the
lands, the lands that are being -- that are slated
to be rezoned to PK-4 are already developed as a
golf course and already operating as a golf course.
So essentially it would be kind of futile to develop
a master plan development plan for -- at this point
because the golf course was developed years ago.

And otherwise Chapter -- Section, I'm sorry,
Section 19.510.080 applies only to those districts

or uses which require a project master plan.

CHAIR ARAKAWA: So, therefore, as our legal

RALPH ROSENBERG COURT REPORTERS, INC.
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representative, you're saying that the project
master plan interpretation as Ann is doing it is the
accurate interpretation?

MR. MOTO: That is -- yes, Mr. Chairman.

CHAIR ARAKAWA: Okay. Wayne.

COUNCILMEMBER NISHIKI: Yeah. I want to continue on that
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line of questioning. Where in the ordinance does it
say that it only is germane to PK-3 and PK-4? I
don't see anything. When Jo Anne read it, it didn't
say anything of the sort. Give me a reference point
to make me as a legislator that is reading this law
reference PK-3 and PK-4. Because no way, Brian, if
you are giving a legal interpretation have you

referenced this in the law that is before us.

MR. MOTO: It's in Section 19.510.080.B regarding

processing requirements, which says -- Well, first
of all, let me point out that Subsection A states
the purpose of this project master plan. Part B
sets forth the processing requirements. And the
first sentence of that -- of the processing
requirements says, "Any district or use which
requires a project master plan pursuant to the
provisions of this Title shall comply with the

following procedure...”

COUNCILMEMBER NISHIKI: Okay.
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MR. MOTO: So it tells you which -- it tells you that

only -- basically only those districts or uses that
require a project master plan pursuant to Title 19

follow the following procedures.

COUNCILMEMBER NISHIKI: Okay. And so where does it say

PK-3 or PK-47?

MR. MOTO: Right. Well, what you then have to do is scour

every single zoning classification that we have in
Title 19, Residential, Residence, Apartment Zoning,
H-M Zoning, Light Industrial, et cetera, et cetera.

And when you make that survey --

COUNCILMEMBER NISHIKI: But let me ask you this, Brian:

Because despite of what you say that this was an
existing golf course and so, therefore, it may or
may not follow these rules, as a legislator because
it is now part of this zoning application, this golf
course, whether it exists or did not exist, do we
not -- do we not have the opportunity if we request
to ask for a developmental plan because it is part
of now a zoning that includes whether, it's existing
or not existing, a golf course?

And isn't that something that you're drawing
the line through and this Planning Department is?
Because no where in here does it tell me that if it

is existing, that a developmental plan is not
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necessary. And for us, we may see it as being
necessary, Brian.

CHAIR ARAKAWA: Wayne, let Brian answer the question.

COUNCILMEMBER NISHIKI: So point out to me where it says
if there is an existing golf course within a zoning,
that you need not consider a developmental plan
because the golf course is already existing. I
think --

CHAIR ARAKAWA: Wayne, let Brian --

COUNCILMEMBER NISHIKI: That's the big speculation that --

CHAIR ARAKAWA: Let Brian answer the two questions you
have already posed.

COUNCILMEMBER NISHIKI: Thank you.

CHAIR ARAKAWA: The question I believe, Brian, is whether
or not this Committee can ask for that master plan,
one, and then where are you referencing?

MR. MOTO: Well, yes, some of the -- Let me go back and --

CHAIR ARAKAWA: Okay. Why don't you answer those
questions.

MR. MOTO: -- answer the question: Where does it say --
Well, let me just note that the reason why we
mention PK-3 Regional Park Districts and PK-4 Golf
Course Park Districts in particular is because it's
in those sections where you have specific

subsections that state "a project master plan and a
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development plan shall be required pursuant to

Article 5 of this Title."

COUNCILMEMBER NISHIKI: And, Brian, isn't it because that

CHAIR

on golf courses we mainly allow big golf houses to
come up around these courses in the Agriculture area
that this was put in? And now legitimately if the
zoning were to occur, then they could put in big
golf house mansions? And so we would want to look
at the developmental plan to see what the impact is
in this case zoning.

ARAKAWA: Wayne, I'm going to cut this discussion a
little bit short.

Brian, I want you to get this to us in
writing so we can look at it a little bit better. I
do want to get Patrick Matsui here. He's
representing Parks Department and we made him wait
pretty much all day. There were a couple parks
issues that needed to be discussed. And, as I said,
I'm going to be cutting this meeting off in about
five minutes or so, so I wanted to give Patrick the
opportunity to explain why the Parks Department has
changed its position on this particular project.

Okay, Patrick. Sorry for making you wait so

long.

MR. MATSUI: Yeah. I'm Patrick Matsui. I'm the Chief of
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Parks Planning and Development. I am here in place
of Floyd Miyazono, who could not be here today.

And we did make our comments initially, and
since then we did get a clarification from the
developer that there is an existing 25-acre park in
the master plan. And also there is a total of four
acres of existing beach parks that I think earlier,
you know, developer had pointed out that was Makena
Landing, the church area, and one more park that's
with a restroom that's on the south end of that
development. And also there's also in the plan a

four-acre park. So that satisfied us.

CHAIR ARAKAWA: Okay. Any questions for Patrick?

Wayne. Go ahead, Wayne.

COUNCILMEMBER NISHIKI: Yeah. Pat, I think the biggest

concern that has been raised -- I know, God, this
weekend, the past weekend, I was out surfing and one
young boy and his dad was out there and he said, you
know, the ocean is considered our park these days.
Are you concerned about lateral access within this
development and the inability, perhaps, and
something that this Council should look at as we
pass this zoning? Or have you been able to identify
accesses that -- As many people have testified, this

may be a gated community and, you know, we know how
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that works. And so this Council is maybe concerned
about those kinds of accesses, also.

Have you actually taken and looked at the
area that is being asked for for rezoning and looked
at the oceanfront that may be affected? You
personally.

MR. MATSUI: Yes, we have.

COUNCILMEMBER NISHIKI: You have personally?

MR. MATSUI: Yeah. If you look at it, they don't have too
much oceanfront. The areas that they have
oceanfront is already developed and they already
have lateral access.

CHAIR ARAKAWA: Bill, can you bring that up on the screen?
Bring that area up real clear on the screen. What
is oceanfront for this project?

MR. MATSUI: Yeah. So if you start from the north, you
have that Makena Landing and then further down
across the church you have that parking lot with the
restroom --

COUNCILMEMBER NISHIKI: The round about.

MR. MATSUI: -- and the shower. And then you have that
round about, that turn around. And then you can
access laterally along the property.

CHAIR ARAKAWA: If you look at that area, a lot of it --

COUNCILMEMBER NISHIKI: Now, as you're headed south, how

RALPH ROSENBERG COURT REPORTERS, INC.
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far does that -- the zoning entail now, Pat?

MR. MATSUI: And then you run into --

COUNCILMEMBER NISHIKI: On the golf course.

MR. MATSUI: If you go further south, you get into the Big
Beach, which isn't part of the application and
that's State owned.

COUNCILMEMBER NISHIKI: Bill, can you be more =-- move us
slowly going south from the further end where that
round space is just before the hotel and the beach,
the Sandy Beach. And then how far does it go
Makena-wise now, this zoning? How far does it take
us?

MR. MEDEIROS: Okay. So this is the community plan for
the area, just shows the golfing course. And the
golf course, of course, has a road here, so you have
the hotel sites in brown.

COUNCILMEMBER NISHIKI: Right.

MR. MEDEIROS: So this is the Makena Landing.

COUNCILMEMBER NISHIKI: Yeah, but the zoning, Bill, now
how far does it -- all the lands -- how far does it
go now towards Makena?

MR. MEDEIROS: The zoning?

COUNCILMEMBER NISHIKI: Yeah. This zoning that we're --

CHAIR ARAKAWA: This project -- How far does this project

go into Makena?
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MR. MEDEIROS: I believe about in this area right here.
This is Puulai and so Big Beach is here and this
area is all park. And so I think the -- about to
where the rural lands are, right about over here.
And that's the golf course in here.

COUNCILMEMBER NISHIKI: All right. Go ocean.

MR. MEDEIROS: But nothing zoned.

COUNCILMEMBER NISHIKI: Go ocean.

MR. MEDEIROS: That's the ocean right here.

COUNCILMEMBER NISHIKI: Yeah. I know, but -- Okay. Go
back now. Show us all that land over there that is
in green now. Okay. Right where that yellow is on
the fringe, Bill.

MR. MEDEIROS: Along here?

COUNCILMEMBER NISHIKI: Wrong way.

?: Makai of the road or --

COUNCILMEMBER NISHIKI: Makai of the road. Where the
brown is that's hotel. Right there. Right there.
Yeah.

What is all of that? Is there any access
there?

MR. MEDEIROS: 1It's not owned by Makena Resort.

CHAIR ARAKAWA: That's Black Sand Beach, yeah.

COUNCILMEMBER NISHIKI: Uh-uh (negative response). Right

there. Where that hotel is. Is that part of the
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golf course that's going to be a hotel?

MR. MEDEIROS: I think the golf course runs around here
and then there's a little park and like a -- I don't
know if there's a -- like a comfort station --

COUNCILMEMBER NISHIKI: Right.

MR. MEDEIROS: -- right here. And so the road ends here.

COUNCILMEMBER NISHIKI: And then the public parking is in
there. So the public parking ultimately, if the
hotel sites are developed, are going to be
surrounded by hotels? Yeah?

MR. MEDEIROS: Everything brown is hotel in the community
plan.

COUNCILMEMBER NISHIKI: Okay.

CHAIR ARAKAWA: Okay, Wayne?

COUNCILMEMBER NISHIKI: Thank you.

CHAIR ARAKAWA: Okay.

COUNCILMEMBER NISHIKI: Anyway, Pat, so the question of
accesses along the entire zoning, how far are
accesses located along the makai boundaries? Do you
know?

MR. MATSUI: Well, you have access to each beach. I think
if you're referring to that -- at the further south
end where the golf course is, you can access that
beach through the State parcel.

COUNCILMEMBER NISHIKI: You cannot?

RALPH ROSENBERG COURT REPORTERS, INC.
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MR. MATSUI: You can.

CHAIR ARAKAWA: I think you have access to the entire
beach.

MR. MATSUI: Yeah.

CHAIR ARAKAWA: I know on the -- when we went on that site
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inspection, Wayne, remember the Prince Hotel is --
go into the park -- the parking lot, the Prince
Hotel is on the right, right next to it was the
cattle -- the horse ranch, the riding stables that
was mauka of the road. And that whole area, you can
access the beach area and that ties into Little

Beach -- or Big Beach.

COUNCILMEMBER NISHIKI: Yeah. Yeah, Mr. Chairman. Now

I'm just concerned the fact that that parking lot
now 1s going to be surrounded by two hotels, yeah,
if we allow the hotel on the makai side to be

developed now.

CHAIR ARAKAWA: It will all be on the makai side. It will

be all up above.

COUNCILMEMBER NISHIKI: All the hotel?

CHAIR ARAKAWA: The developable area that they have for

the building, I believe.
And, Roy, can you -- The hotel, the proposed
hotel area, it's all makai of the parking lot area?

Or is it on the golf course side?

RALPH ROSENBERG COURT REPORTERS, INC.
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?: (Inaudible.)

CHAIR ARAKAWA: In other words, we're looking at the
beach -- the beach access in that area on the
Makena -- the La Perouse side of the hotel, how that
access is going to be in the parking area.

MR. FIGUEIROA: Okay. On the makai side of the road, that
is already zoned. That's not part of the rezoning.
But on the mauka side is that hotel zone, we do have
public parking right where he has that mark. There
are 30 stalls that we developed there. And then we
provide access through the nearest comfort station
and picnic area, and that provides access to the
beach at the Maui Prince -- in front of the Maui
Prince Hotel. And that access is also provided at
the north end where you have that drop-off area.
And then the parking close to that across Keawalail
Church.

But up into where the golf course goes --

Would you like to show that golf course again, the
one on the -- that runs along the ocean. Right
there. That's where our makai properties end. We
don't have anything south of that. We don't have
any other properties on the makai side of the road.

CHAIR ARAKAWA: Okay.

COUNCILMEMBER NISHIKI: So where are the parks located,

RALPH ROSENBERG COURT REPORTERS, INC.
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Pat? Are they site specific?

MR. MATSUI: You mean the beach front parks that we
just --

COUNCILMEMBER NISHIKI: The 24-acre park that you talked
about.

MR. MATSUI: 1It's further up by the entry to -- It wasn't
shown in this change in zoning application, but in
existing zoning it's shown.

CHAIR ARAKAWA: Roy, can you show us -- just point out
where that park is.

MR. FIGUEIROA: If I may, I'll point out the lands in
addition to the change in zoning that were
designated park on the community plan. We went
through this process and identified those in
discussions with this Council, also.

CHAIR ARAKAWA: Why don't you just point them out.

MR. FIGUEIROA: Okay. How do you -- Is it going to help
me --

CHAIR ARAKAWA: Put your finger on it.

MR. FIGUEIROA: Okay. I won't get zapped by anything,
right?

CHAIR ARAKAWA: No. It's just light.

?: (Inaudible.)

MR. FIGUEIROA: That's the (inaudible).

This is the 25-acre parcel at the top of the
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project, but closer down on this end, part of the
rezoning application (inaudible) here. I believe
this is -- part of this is in the urban zone, so
that's why it's part of our zoning application. But
in addition to that, another three acres is also
designated for park (inaudible) here.

And besides that, during the community plan
process, there was some talk about providing some
picnic and parking areas for those that use the
rocky shoreline -- It's hard for me to see --
(inaudible).

CHAIR ARAKAWA: That top area is Big Beach.

MR. FIGUEIROA: This area? 1Is that -- What is the color?

CHAIR ARAKAWA: Green.

MR. FIGUEIROA: The green is park, yes. So it's right
here that we (inaudible) -- that we have designated
also another 2.3 acres. This is right across a
rocky shoreline where the people go to fish and
stuff like that. So we're in the process of wanting
something close by that they could provide parking
and (inaudible) picnic tables and things like that.
So it's right next to some State land that would be
a logical extension of what the State land is and
then also our land, we incorporate that into a park

area.

RALPH ROSENBERG COURT REPORTERS, INC.
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CHAIR ARAKAWA: Does that clarify for you, Wayne?

COUNCILMEMBER NISHIKI: Yeah.

CHAIR ARAKAWA: Okay. Thank you very much. Do you have
any more questions for Pat?

COUNCILMEMBER NISHIKI: No.

CHAIR ARAKAWA: Anyone else have any questions for Pat as
far as the park?

COUNCILMEMBER NISHIKI: Yeah, I guess I would like to ask
Pat a question.

CHAIR ARAKAWA: Okay. Go ahead.

COUNCILMEMBER NISHIKI: I see we have passed our time.

CHAIR ARAKAWA: Yes.

COUNCILMEMBER NISHIKI: Pat, are you happy with the
location of those parks where we have sited them?
Only because, you know, we really haven't seen a
developmental plan from the company, but I am just
curious if you had your druthers as to where a park
should be sited based on this developmental plan or
this zoning, have you -- ideally would you like to
ideally see one somewhere else? And give us the
reasons why and where it would be.

MR. MATSUI: You know, the location of that parcel was
developed during -- in the context of the community
plan process, so, you know, I agree with that.

CHAIR ARAKAWA: So you're saying where it is is

RALPH ROSENBERG COURT REPORTERS, INC.
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appropriate?

MR. MATSUI: That's correct.

CHAIR ARAKAWA: Okay. Wayne.

COUNCILMEMBER NISHIKI: Yeah, Pat, it may be -- it may be
a site where the developer wanted to put it, but is
it something that you understand that that's where
it should be? I don't want you to agree with
anything. I want you to give me the reasons why you
think that's a good place and the reasons why you
think it's good. Because if I had my druthers, I
would -- knowing the lack of access in that area, I
would perhaps say it should be more makai and closer
to the -- you know, to the road.

MR. MATSUI: Well, as far as makai, I think they have
satisfied it very well. You know, they have taken
care of access. You have access to every beach and
it's very well spaced, so, you know, I'm not too
concerned about that.

CHAIR ARAKAWA: Okay.

COUNCILMEMBER NISHIKI: That's your answer?

MR. MATSUI: Yes.

COUNCILMEMBER NISHIKI: That's it.

CHAIR ARAKAWA: Okay. Any further questions?

It is the witching hour, a little bit past,

so at this time if there are no further questions,

RALPH ROSENBERG COURT REPORTERS, INC.
(808) 524-2090



00

10

11

12

13

14

15

16

17

18

19

20

21

22

23

24

25

98

we're going to adjourn this meeting. And we'll be
bringing it up and next time we'll go through the
rest -- if there are any other questions, we'll go
through those.

Okay. Is there any specific questions anyone
would like to have asked?

Jo Anne.

COUNCILMEMBER JOHNSON: Mr. Chair, I'm going to do a

written request with the items that really are of
particular concern to me, but also with respect to I
guess the question that Mr. Nishiki had asked about
the meeting being held in Kihei, is there a way that
when we have the next meeting and we bring forth
some of these answers that we could try and schedule

it in Kihei?

CHAIR ARAKAWA: I can schedule the meeting anyplace. I

sent a memo and I asked if anybody wanted to have it
in -- or had any objections to where we're having

it, so --

COUNCILMEMBER JOHNSON: Well, I had forgotten about the

request Mr. Nishiki had made.

CHAIR ARAKAWA: Well, again, we sent a memo asking it. We

scheduled it accordingly because we're having a lot
of problems trying to schedule meetings because some

of the Council members have been saying, well, we
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don't want to be here, we don't want to be there, so
I'm trying to schedule to the convenience of all the
Council members so I can have my meetings.

If the request by the Committee is to go to
Kihei and everybody is willing to do that, I have no
problem doing it. And it's just a question of where
the Council wants to go, the Committee wants to go.

COUNCILMEMBER JOHNSON: Okay. Well, I'll send in my
request, then, to have it in Kihel in the evening.

CHAIR ARAKAWA: That's fine by me. And that's the only
reason we're scheduling as we're scheduling, because
when I'm sending out the memos, I'm working on the
replies that I get.

COUNCILMEMBER JOHNSON: Okay. Thank you.

CHATIR ARAKAWA: Yes, Wayne.

COUNCILMEMBER NISHIKI: Similar with me. I will state for
the record that I would want it in Kihei as asked
earlier. And I will ask again on the record
tonight.

CHAIR ARAKAWA: No problem, Wayne.

COUNCILMEMBER NISHIKI: Thank you.

CHAIR ARAKAWA: Okay. No further questions, meeting
adjourned.

COUNCILMEMBER HOKAMA: Chairman, Chairman, before you

adjourn the meeting, I think there was one more item

RALPH ROSENBERG COURT REPORTERS, INC.
(808) 524-2090



10

11

12

13

14

15

16

17

18

19

20

21

22

23

24

25

100

on the agenda that you had requested the remaining
to -- consider deferral on, Chairman. I think it
was the request from the Department.

CHAIR ARAKAWA: You're absolutely right, thank you very

much.
?: (Inaudible.)
15 PROPOSED ORDINANCES RELATING TO CONDITIONAL

PERMITS AND PROJECT DISTRICT PROCESSING
REGULATIONS (C.C. No. 00-258)

CHAIR ARAKAWA: Yes. I'm going to ask for deferral for
Land Use Item No. 15. The Planning Department is
going to be very upset with me, but we'll try and
schedule this on our next meeting.

?: (Inaudible.)

CHAIR ARAKAWA: We may actually try and do this in Kihei
if we have to just as a tie-in, okay, even though
it's not a Kihei issue.

COUNCILMEMBER HOKAMA: Objections, Chairman.

CHAIR ARAKAWA: Are there any objections?

No objections. Thank you very much.

COUNCIL MEMBERS VOICED NO OBJECTIONS. (PRESENT: HOKAMA,
JOHNSON, KANE, NISHIKI AND TAVARES, AND CHAIR
ARAKAWA)

ACTION: DEFER.

?: So we're going to defer this, because you haven't

stated that.

CHAIR ARAKAWA: I did. We are going to defer it.
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?: No objection.
CHAIR ARAKAWA: Okay.

ADJOURN: 5:58 pm

RALPH ROSENBERG COURT REPORTERS,
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Meeting adjourned.
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the State of Hawaii, hereby certify that I reported in

stenotype all oral proceedings had in the foregoing
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and the foregoing

full, true and correct record of
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